Dear Harold, 


May 24, 1971 


cc; j7Vj 


Thanks for your mailing of 5/20. 

I'm not sure I understand your comments on my draft appeal to Mitchelx on the 
F of I requests. On the one hand, you describe it as a "correct approach.” On the 

other, you suggest I ask Jim L. if I can just file a pro forma appeal and expand it 

later. I would be inclined to avoid a pro forma appeal, although there is no reason 
I cannot carry on the arguments after my appeal is denied, before going to court. 

I don't t.h-iwV the logic of rn my case has much to do with the results anyhow, but 

I would hope that whoever responds to it would see that I have a chance of getting^ 

something in court and decide to back down a little. I would rather not get turned 
down by Mitchell and have to sue. 

I haven’t thought in detail about the logistics and expense of actually filing. 

As I understand it, that would not have to b© done right away; the only 
deadline is the 30 days for the appeal. Once I have exhausted the admin istrative 
remedies and drafted a complaint I can see if there are sources of sate interest 
and financial support. 

I'm not worried about the FBI giving me trouble with a future security check, 
which I don't anticipate having anyhow. I was not thinking of anything specific, but 
it seems like a natural precaution to have a few other people interested in what 
I am up to and familiar with the details. 

You are probably right that the FBI is not about to give me anything moire 
on, say CQ. But why did they give me CD 75. PP« 705-6, in the first place? Are 
they ^ maybe more careless than we assume? However, one thing that they might be 
forced to do is collect the LHO files and transfer them to the Archives. The law 
doesn't say that they can be told to do this, but a judge might find that a 
reasonable compromise, and the FBI would find it hard to argue against that. If 
that is actually my maximum expectable result, the function of the other requests, 
for specific items, is to show that I know what I am talking about in connection 
with the significance of the FBI records that were not given to the Commission. 

You asked about what tape recorder I have. It is reel-to-reel, 3-inch 
reel. It has two speeds, not marked, but about 2 and 4 inches per second. 

On Agent 0, it is clear a from what you have told me that there is enough 
material, and that it can be told dramatically. What is not clear from what you 
wrote me is how you plan to Mk. fit it together. Do you think you can prove 0 was 
3WE* an agent? For anyone in particular? Do you want to discuss the evidence or 
how the WC failed to investigate it? My inclination would be to discuss the WC's 
work only as background. I would argue as follows s The WC took this question very 
seriously, they said (quote Ford), but their investigation was not good, for various 
reasons - FBI lies (Hosty notebook entry), semantic evasions (Ruby as informant), 
"withholding" of the files, etc. So, you had to do your own investigations, which 
naturally can't be complete, but they have uncovered me many areas where a proper 
investigation might have uncovered conclusive proof that 0 was an agent. Obviously 
all the leads can't be correct - 0 couldn't have been working for everybody - but 
probably « some are. As I see it, you have to sss avoid rrxo setting forth 
a long list of complicated and sinister incidents that prove only that the WC was 
no good - it will be hard to tie together what you have to say. I think you should 
lay off the WC, the FBI, etc. except for specific purposes. 

The contents of your Ruby-as-informamt file, as listed in your 5/19 letter, 
are the same as mine, except for CD 4, pp. 155-9 (which do not relate specifically 
to Ruby as an 22 informant but are mentioned in US Rankin’s first letter to Hoover) 
and CD 1052 (which is in my latest Archives order, being sent to you) and the letter 

of 6/ 1 referred to in CD 1052 (which I have yet to order). 

You mention, in connection with Agent 0, that the Archives told you that they 
didn't have Goulden's article. I wouldn't use things like iMfc that; I am confident 
that I could find that article in the files within a day.... From ’Tee," ty Robert 0. 

"One of his (LHG's) favorite programs was I led three lives , the story of Herbert 

Philbrick, the FBI informant who posed as a Communist spy. In the early 1950 's, Lee 
watched that show every week without fail. When I left home to join the Marines, he 
was still watching the reruns." (Page 47). Best, ^ 



